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Criminal Law — False Pretenses— Commonwealth v. O'Brien, 52 N. E. 
77 (Mass.). — Accused falsely pretended to K that he owned certain land free from 
Incumbrance, and that he proposed to organize a corporation to which the land 
should be transferred in return for stock. He and K then made an agreement in 
writing that he would transfer some stock to K, and as a stockholder would rote 
that the corporation should employ K. On this contract K paid the accused 
money. Held, that the accused could be convicted of the crime of obtaining money 
under false pretenses, though this contract is illegal. New York and Wisconsin 
cases contra criticised. 

Damages — Mental Anguish — Telegram — Delay in Delivery — 
Cabhion v. Western Union Tel. Co., 31 S. E., Rep. 498 (N. C). — A 
woman, whose husband had been killed by an accident, sent a telegram to her 
brother-in-law, who lived in another town, to come to her. The telegram was 
negligently not delivered until some hours after it should have been. The woman 
was thereby left alone and suffered from mental anguish. In a suit against the 
Telegraph Co., its was held that she could recover for such mental anguish; even 
though she suffered no physical pain. Such mental anguish will not be presumed, 
however, but must be proved. 

Municipal Corporations — Impairment op Obligation op Contract — 
Validity op Franchise op Water Company — City op Walla Walla et 
al. v. Walla Walla Water Co., 19 Supr. Ct. Rep. 77.— A city was author- 
ized by its charter to grant the right to use its streets for laying pipes, to furnish 
its inhabitants with light or water to any persons for a term not to exceed twenty- 
five years, provided none of the rights or privileges granted should be exclusive. It 
was further provided that the city should have power to build water works of its 
own if the necessary vote could be obtained. Under this charter an ordinance was 
passed, and accepted by the Water Co., whereby the latter was to have the 
right to use the streets for pipes and furnish water to the city and its inhabitants 
for a term of twenty-five years. This right was not exclusive. Held, that such a 
contract is not invalid or ineffectual to bind the city. Such ordinance did not 
create a monopoly, or prevent the granting of a similar franchise to another com- 
pany, and was within the powers of the city under its charter. 

Municipal Corporations — Contracts— Validity— Flynn v. Little Falls 
Electric and Water Co., 77 N. W. Rep. 38 (Minn.). — The Common Council of 
a city had authority to make a time contract with a water company to pay an 
agreed price for a specified number of hydrants to supply water for fire protection. 
Such a contract was made by the Council for 55 hydrants at $80 each, for 30 years. 
Held, that for the Council to assume to bind the city for 30 years was beyond the 
scope of their authority, as such a length of time is unreasonable, and hence the 
contract is void. 

Garnishment op Foreign Corporation — Actions Against Non-Resident 
Stockholder — Ashley v. Quintard et al., 90 Fed. Rep. 84. — Shares of stock 
in a corporation of one state, owned by a resident of another, cannot be reached by 
garnishment in a third state in which the corporation does business, by service of 
garnishment on the agent of the corporation in the state and of summons by pub- 
lication on the defendant stockholder, unless there be special statutory provision 
therefor. A statute subjecting foreign corporations to suits and garnishment in 
the 9tate as a condition precedent to doing business therein, in connection with a 
statute authorizing attachments in suits against non-residents, does not confer 
such authority, since such statutes apply only to debts due from the corporation 
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generally, or to property held by it within the state; and a corporation is a debtor 
of its stockholders only in a metaphysical sense, not in a sense that it may be gar- 
nished as such. It holds their stock only where it has its domicile, and subject to the 
laws of that state. This the court holds true, although the Ohio statutes authorize 
attachment of stocks and interests therein, and permit the garnishment of a foreign 
corporation for the debt of a non-resident defendant. For a similar case, denying 
garnishment of stocks held as a pledge in a third state, see Winalow v. Fletcher, 
53 Conn. 890. 

Injunction — Equity — Boycott— Bbck kt al. vs. Railway Teamsters' 
Protective Union et al., 77 N. W. Rep. 13 (Mich.). — The complainants, 
doing a general milling business, discharged several teamsters in their employ, 
because of a demand for increased wages, coupled with a demand to sign a 
" scale" of wages issued by defendants. Because of complainants' refusal to sign 
this "scale" the defendants took active measures to, and did materially hinder 
them in their business, driving away customers and issuing notices for people to 
boycott the firm. The Court of Equity granted an injunction against the defend- 
ants restraining them from further interfering with complainants, following Allen 
v. Flood (1898), Law T. Rep. 156. 

Persons — Married Women — Liability for Acts of Husband as Agent — 
Shane v. Lxons, 51 N. E. 97(5 (Mass.). — The Massachusetts statutes having given 
married women the right to hold, manage and dispose of her property in the same 
manner as if she were sole, she is " civilly responsible for personal injuries 
inflicted, not in her presence, upon a third person, by her husband, while acting 
within the scope of his authority as her agent," it further appearing that she 
appointed him her agent of her own free will and without coercion from him. 

Police Regulation— Sunday Law— Class Legislation— Barber Shops 
— State v. Petit, 77 N. W. Rep. 225 (Minn.).— A statute prohibited all labor on 
Sunday excepting works of necessity and charity. It expressly provides that the 
keeping open of a barber shop on Sunday for the purpose of cutting hair and shav- 
ing beards not to be a work of necessity or charity. As to other kinds of labor or 
business, it was left to be determined as a question of fact. This statute was held 
not to be obnoxious to the objection of being class legislation. Buck, J., dis- 
senting. 

Privileged Communications — Attorney and Client— Testimony as to 
Contents of Executed Instrument — Fayehweather et al. v. Rich et al., 
90 Fed. Rep. 13. — Held, that the reason of the rule protecting communications 
between attorney and client does not extend to the contents of any document put 
into writing by the attorney for his client; and an attorney who prepared a codicil 
to the will of a client, since deceased, should state whether the codicil, since de- 
stroyed, was executed, and what were its contents, though he cannot (Code Civ. 
Proc. §§ 835, 836) be required to testify as to the transactions or communications 
leading up to its execution. 

Telegraphs and Telephones— Preferential Liens for Labor and 
Materials— Kkelyn v. Carolina Mut. Telephone and Telegraph Co., 
etc., 90 Fed. Rep. 29. — The doctrine of the federal courts in Foadiek v. Behatt, 99 
U. S. 235, and Bound v. Ry. Co., 50 Fed. 314, allowing claims of those furnishing 
labor and supplies necessary to keep a railroad a going concern priority over its 
mortgage indebtedness, held, applicable to telephone and telegraph companies, 
which have power of eminent domain, and which are recognized important public 



